Abstract: This is an introduction into a compilation of selection of papers presented in a special session Living in 
Introduction
European countryside is synonymous with rural area, main part of which is (or has been) shaped by agriculture. Agricultural pre-urban past influences also most of European cities (Fairclough 2010a: 117) . EUCALAND-Network is a new expert network that deals with the agricultural landscapes of Europe for promoting their consideration and use among their people and preserving their cultural heritage 4 . EUCALAND stands for EUropean Culture expressed in Agricultural LANDscapes.
The reason for choosing the term agricultural landscape above agrarian landscape, agrilandscape and agro-landscape is that it defines best the centuries long shaping of land for food cultivation -to include the word "cultural" and downplay stress on economics, technical business, industrial production and environmental issues so prominent in 20 th Agricultural landscape is a by-product of agricultural activities as nobody sets out to create it. Still, the result of unconscious intentionality of few causes appreciation and enjoyment for many. As agricultural landscapes have been rapidly changing because of political, economic, social and cultural alterations -transition into post-productivist societies -there is a need to raise awareness concerning heritage. samoupravlenie') -territorial public self-governments or territorial self-management bodies as 'community-based' organisations dealing also with landscape and heritage issues without comprehensive legislative, scientific and financial support -have been spontaneously emerged since 1990s; some of them have no legal statute, others are registered formal nongovernmental organisations. Semenova (this issue) claims that legislative sphere still refers mainly to поселение ('poseleniya') settlements not to сообщество or община ('soobschestva' or 'obschiny') communities, which is an obvious legacy of the soviet period with the artificial separation of the management (top-down) and civic (bottom-up) culture (compare Gelencsér et al. this issue). Also Puolamäki (this issue) finds a clash between universalist expert science vs. relative local practices in Iceland and Finland, despite the fact that some experts do apply local practical knowledge.
All of the papers in this issue touch upon centre-periphery dichotomy (see also In Russia (Semenova this issue) during the imperial society the centre was sacred, highly cultivated opposing the vast exploited but neglected periphery; during totalitarian regime marginal areas were seen as nature waiting to be conquered by a man, the "virgin" lands; the same applies to soviet rural and provincial areasthey were treated as obsolete, retarded "no-man" territories free for non-rational usage of natural resources in the way to the more "progressive" urban social space. This leads to a situation in which the living heritage of traditional communities in un-or under-developed regions needs preservation and development simultaneously. Abandonment and animal husbandry cessation in remote upland causes loss in biodiversity (Gelencsér et 
Identity and identification
Agricultural landscapes are a very important and obvious part of common European heritage and identity -manifold interwoven in history but nevertheless with national, regional and also local characteristics. Landscapes are never produced locally; they are always influenced by external ideas, technologies, policies, the fashion of travelling around the world, sometimes faster, The term of agricultural landscape is here as a shorthand for "the contribution of agriculture to present perceptions of landscape". The classification is emergent, provisional and tentative needing further refinement in including agricultural practices operating on inter-territorial or non-areal scales such as transhumance, droving or other long distance inter-relationships of even pre-industrial market economies (Fairclough 2010b: 16) .
Classes and types (table 2) (Fairclough 2010a: 126) .
"It is not claimed that this classification breaks a great deal of new ground [see e.g. Wascher 2005] . But the classification can be claimed to be the most historically, archaeologically and culturally sensitive classification at this scale that yet exists. It shows how landscape might be drawn away from its traditional focus on the natural and the topographic, on biodiversity and scenery, towards a more cultural, people-centred construction such as that promoted by the ELC" (Fairclough 2010a: 146) .
It is hoped that this kind of classification would raise awareness of both the problem and the potential of landscape classification among lay people as well as trans-national researchers.
Maybe the most valuable outcome of the classification is not the typology but the grasping of variations in how landscape is understood in different countries. It also opens perspectives on what "landscape as common heritage" might mean in ELC for example.
Since the classification is partial and flawed EUCALAND-Network will continue its upgrading and elaboration as models of landscape at pan-European scale are essential tools if knowledge about the past is to influence spatial planning, agriculture, landscape policy and management practice in the 21 st century.
Planning practice for future heritage
In order to keep the knowledge and to receive better results in planning and politics, but also in protecting heritage, the following is necessary:
1. a collection of best-practice examples, which are nationally and internationally transferrable and communicable to the wider public, 2. a Europe-wide awareness raising process through participation, information, dialogue and public workshops, 3. improvement of information and participation processes in order to attract the people and ensure acceptance of the concepts developed, 4. an integration of sectorial, institutional and administrational levels in scientific and planning activities, 97/178
5. a profound dissemination of knowledge on preservation, protection and integrative management of landscape resources, 6 . campaigns for consciousness, especially in tourism and traditional crafts.
Cooperation between the different groups (landscape planners, scientists, politicians, administrative bodies and lay persons) that are already active in agricultural landscape domain is also essential. Cooperation is also a tool for better inter-and intra-ministerial and regional coordination and cooperation on different levels: national, EU, international. The initiation of (new) partnerships between agriculture and forestry, tourism and nature protection is necessary. The protection of natural and cultural landscapes together can secure and improve added value in rural areas and thus lead to sustainable rural development (Steiner 2010 ).
Typological classification of European agricultural landscapes enables common planning that might be lost within national and regional initiatives. We mean here a common approach (scenarios, goals, guidelines, measures, monitoring (see e.g. Roose and Sepp 2010)) that is sensitive to local peculiarities, to protect landscapes from merely top-down schematic planning, land despoliation and homogenisation thereby safeguarding sustainably heritage and identity; supporting CAP in adapting regional needs. There are basically two options to reach a common European landscape planning approach:
1. bottom-up: harmonisation of national planning laws, instruments and measures, 2. top-down: development of a (new) European planning framework -based on the ELC.
In both cases some common ground is necessary what this classification may offer.
Although the ELC states that landscape is everywhere, and planning should aim at a holistic view to landscape, due to the history/genesis, specific actors/stakeholders, specific policy and scientific domains and a more or less separate handling of land uses in many countries' law and planning, we foresee that similar classifications should be followed for forest, settlement (see e.g. Schwarz 2010), more pristine landscapes etc.
Conclusion
Reading the papers in this special issue we recognise similar problems everywhere concerning agricultural landscapes and their heritage. Until now, the handling of these struggles has been tried to solve on national levels, although the targets are also similar. Perhaps this proposed typological classification of European agricultural landscapes could be a mean to see unity in diversity. For a more efficient distribution of limited resources in common European planning approach a comprehensive classification is in place, which considers history, development, land use, land management and regional characteristics and which was developed and invented in a participative attempt being open-ended for further development. This means, that the countries have to work together in order to get the classification in right place.
The more detailed research has to find out about the "whys" and the "hows" behind the agricultural landscape development:
1. How are the countries in Europe interwoven -by which mechanisms?
2.
What were and what are the driving forces behind the development, the change and the forming of the European agricultural landscape?
This special issue is one step along this road.
